small and spinulose, with a conical support embedded in skin; bases of dorsal and anal fins scaleless; area between pectoral and pelvic fins naked, chin also naked but with distinct small melanophores; no scales on the belly as far as to anus (Fig. 2B) ; breast with small patch of scales. Mouth large and oblique; maxilla extending beyond posterior margin of eye; premaxilla with a distinct notch lateral to symphysis (Fig. 2C) . A row of five pairs of sensory papillae (not arranged in semicircle) located between parallel bony ridges on dorsum of head, from snout to interorbital region. Lacrimal bone with two spines projecting anteroventrally; a characteristic posteroventral spine on the preopercle. Two horizontal lateral lines, comprising several small papillae. Pelvic fins much larger than pectorals; tip of longest pelvic finray not extending to anus. Head length 3.48, body depth (over anal fin origin) 5.53, body depth (over pelvic fin origin) 5.11, depth of caudal peduncle 15.67, predorsal length 3.36, preanal length 1.92, pelvic fin length 4.95, all in SL; horizontal eye diameter 4.91, snout length 3.86, pelvic fin length 1.42, preopercular spine 6.75, all in head length. Snout 1.27 times the eye diameter; interorbital distance 1.22 in eye diameter; distance between spinous and soft dorsal fin origins 1.32 in predorsal length; least distance between eye and maxilla 0.55 times the eye. Colour of the preserved specimen is dark brown dorsally, light brown on the sides and pale at peritoneum. There are no conspicuous markings on the body, except for the dark blotch at caudal base and the small dark spotted area at chin. All morphometric measurements, meristic counts and colour description of the Mediterranean Sea specimen of C. nudivittis are well in accordance with Nemeth (1994 Nemeth ( , 2001 . Distribution of C. nudivittis is confined to the Indo West Pacific Ocean, with records available from Australia, Indonesia, Madagascar, Papua New Guinea and Philippines (Nemeth 1994 , Froese and Pauly 2008 , Yearsley et al. 2006 ). There are no detailed information on the habitat of the species, but champsodontids were considered to be bottom dwellers due to their common occurrence in the trawl catches. Based on the high proportion of pelagic preys in stomach contents of some gapers, it is also suggested that they exhibit vertical migrations, moving upward at the night (Morohoshi and Sasaki 2003) . The maximum capture depth of C. nudivittis is 335 m (Nemeth 1994) .
Gapers are distinguished from each other by a combination of characters, which mainly include the scale pattern on various parts the body, arrangement and number of dorsal sensory papillae, degree of notching of the premaxillae and the gill raker counts on the first arch. Morphometric features are generally useless alone, due to great morphological similarity among the species. In terms of ventral scale pattern, C. nudivittis is most similar to C. guentheri Regan, 1908; C. machaeratus Nemeth, 1994; C. sagittus Nemeth, 1994; and C. snyderi Franz, 1910 , which can be distinguished from these species by having a small patch of scales on the breast (fully scaled in C. guentheri and C. snyderi, naked in C. machaeratus and C. sagittus) (Nemeth 1994) .
Only two champsodontids were reported from the Red Sea to date (C. capensis Regan, 1908 and C. omanensis Regan, 1908) (Goren and Dor 1994) . Considering the absence of C. nudivittis at both the north-western Indian Ocean and Red Sea, a natural range expansion of the species via Suez Canal does not seem to be reasonable (see Fig. 1 ). However, there is a gap of knowledge on Red Sea gapers; occurrence of C. capensis needs verification and C. nudivittis maybe a previously overlooked species in the region (M. Goren, pers. comm.) . Based on currently available data, a ship-mediated introduction of the species from the Indo West Pacific to the Mediterranean Sea should be suspected.
